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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, 1
couldn’t let the first week in Congress
go by without taking a moment to con-
gratulate Grandfalls-Royalty.

Grandfalls-Royalty is one of the
smallest public schools in Texas, with
a student head count of about 27 kids.
They had 16 of those guys in uniform
not so long ago to play in the State
championship six-man football game. I
am proud to say that Grandfalls-Roy-
alty defeated Milford 73-28.

Grandfalls-Royalty made their first
debut in a State playoff game. It was
held in the home of the Dallas Cow-
boys, the $1.2 billion home of the Dal-
las Cowboys. Frankly, it was also
called. For the 13th time this season, it
was called by the 45-point mercy rule.
That meant the game ended with still
6 minutes and 28 seconds to play in the
fourth quarter. Quite an accomplish-
ment for a small school, one in west
Texas that I am very, very proud of.

Congratulations to Grandfalls-Roy-
alty.

——————

UNCERTAINTY WITH IRAN

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the
United States finds itself in a period of
great uncertainty in the face of a new
short-term deal with Iran.

The fact that Iran has finally come
to the negotiating table is only proof
that sanctions are working. The
strength of our sanctions has severely
devalued Iran’s currency, crippled its
economy, and forced it to finally con-
sider curbing its nuclear program.

While we are hopeful for a broader
deal, it is imperative that the United
States and the international commu-
nity remain vigilant. A nuclear Iran is
the most pressing national security
threat not only for the United States,
but also for our allies in the Middle
East, especially Israel.

As talks move forward, our security
and the security of our allies in the re-
gion must remain our number one pri-
ority.

——————

EMPLOYER MANDATE UNDER THE
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2013, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. RICE)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous materials on the topic of my
Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina?
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There was no objection.

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, back last summer when the
President unilaterally announced that
he was going to not enforce the em-
ployer mandate under the Affordable
Care Act, I was quite surprised because
the next day there was a news article
in The New York Times about it.
Democratic Senator ToM HARKIN was
quoted in the article. He was one of the
architects of the Affordable Care Act.
He said, speaking of the President:
This was the law. How can he do that?
How can the President simply unilater-
ally choose to ignore the law?

Our Founders, Mr. Speaker, designed
a system of government based upon a
separation of powers. The legislative
branch enacts the laws and the execu-
tive branch, the President, enforces
those laws. They did that to protect
our very, very fragile freedom. We can-
not allow those separations to be erod-
ed. One man who can both make the
laws and enforce the laws is more a
monarch than a President.

Article II, section 3 of the Constitu-
tion requires, in part, that the Presi-
dent take care to faithfully execute the
Nation’s laws. In 1792, when George
Washington was faced with enforcing
an unpopular whiskey tax, he wrote in
a letter that:

It is my duty to see that these laws are ex-
ecuted. To permit them to be trampled upon
with impunity would be repugnant to that
duty.

President Obama, on the other hand,
has, throughout his administration,
picked and chosen which laws or parts
thereof he wishes to enforce. House
Resolution 442 would require the House
of Representatives to institute a law-
suit against the President to comply
with this article II, section 3 of the
Constitution. It lists four specific ex-
amples where the President has either
failed to enforce the laws or has gone
beyond the laws as written:

One is the 1l-year delay in the em-
ployer mandate under ObamaCare,
which I mentioned earlier;

Another is the 1l-year extension of
the substandard insurance policies,
which by my definition is any insur-
ance policy anybody would really want
to buy;

One is the waiving of the work re-
quirements under the welfare laws; and

One is the granting of deferred re-
moval action to illegal aliens.

Again, one man empowered to both
enact the laws and enforce the laws is
more a monarch than a President. This
is not a Republican issue. This is not a
Democrat issue. It is not a Tea Party
action. This is not for messaging. H.R.
442 merely recognizes that no Amer-
ican, including the President, is above
the law.

What would we say if the next Presi-
dent came in and said, I don’t like the
Affordable Care Act and, therefore, I
am not going to enforce the individual
mandate, which would gut the law?
What would we say if President Obama
or any other President said, I think the
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top income tax rate is too high and,
therefore, I am not going to enforce it,
or I am not going to enforce the lowest
income tax rate? What is the difference
between those situations and what
President Obama is doing right now
not enforcing the employer mandate
under ObamaCare? After all, the Su-
preme Court has ruled that the pen-
alties under ObamaCare are a tax.

What would we say if a President
said, I am not going to enforce this tax
against my friends but I will against
my enemies, or I am not going to en-
force it against my contributors but I
will against everybody else? What is
the difference between that situation
and what the President has done grant-
ing 1,300 unilateral exemptions to dif-
ferent groups under the Affordable
Care Act?

If the President is allowed to make
the law or to ignore those laws passed
by Congress, Congress can just go
home; there is no need for the legisla-
tive branch. In fact, when Congress,
following the President’s lead, when
the House of Representatives passed a
bill that would delay the employer
mandate for a year, which the Presi-
dent had already announced he was
going to do unilaterally, the President
threatened to veto it.

O 1700

At this time, I yield to Representa-
tive MARTHA ROBY from Alabama.

Mrs. ROBY. Thank you so much to
my colleague from South Carolina. I
just want to tell you that, as I travel
throughout Alabama’s Second District,
the question I get over and over and
over again is: What can we do about
this executive overreach?

So I rise, Mr. Speaker, today on be-
half of the people of Alabama’s Second
Congressional District to lend my sup-
port to Mr. RICE’s S.T.0.P. Resolution
in order to stop this overreaching Pres-
idency. I appreciate so much the dili-
gent and thorough work of my col-
league’s on this resolution, and I am
proud to sign on as a cosponsor.

In advancing this resolution, we are
seeking to finally stop constitutional
overreaches by the executive branch
and restore the separation of powers by
bringing legal action against the
Obama administration to compel the
judiciary to rein it in. This resolution
directs a civil action on behalf of the
House of Representatives in Federal
court in the District of Columbia, chal-
lenging four unilateral Obama adminis-
tration actions, as have already been
explained, that blatantly flout con-
stitutional restraints on the executive
branch. I am going to mention them
again:

Specifically, these include the lifting
of the Affordable Care Act’s mandated
requirements on the type of insurance
providers can offer; the 1-year delay of
the health care law’s employer man-
date; the adoption of a policy against
deporting certain illegal immigrants,
which is counter to U.S. immigration
and naturalization laws; and the deci-
sion to waive the ‘“‘welfare to work”
laws.
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